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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

 FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

HO AGUSTINUS HARYASYAH,

                    Petitioner,

   v.

MICHAEL B. MUKASEY, Attorney

General,

                    Respondent.

No. 04-74832

Agency No. A43-301-838

MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted August 26, 2008**  

Before: SCHROEDER, KLEINFELD, and IKUTA, Circuit Judges.

Ho Agustinus Haryasyah, a native and citizen of Indonesia, petitions for 

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order summarily affirming 

an immigration judge’s decision denying his applications for asylum, withholding 
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of removal, and relief under the Convention Against Torture.  We dismiss the

petition for review.

 We lack jurisdiction to review Haryasyah’s contention that he was deprived 

of a full and fair hearing due to errors in the administrative record, because he 

failed to raise it before the BIA.  See Barron v. Ashcroft, 358 F.3d 674, 678 (9th 

Cir. 2004) (due process challenges that are “procedural in nature” must be 

exhausted).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.


